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ing Could you bave found n man—perhaps one—
but ¢ I you have found ten men, twenty-five

crnl Loper, commander of the late expedition to
Cuba, to be arrested in that city, on the 7th iust.,

ear who would have hazarded their repu- | for a violation of the act of Congress of the 20th

talion on h & declaration

riod, some interconrse with Southern gentlemen
and ped them feee to express n decided opinion
i} t itution wius & curse to them; and | !
poed pot tell yvou who it was who said, 1 tremble
1 ¥ when | rellcet that God is just™
K r, | must hasten to n conclusion: the
nd ny brief hour are wasting. | have

of such high and holy origin as |
jon Does it stand justified on
Does it promote the best
IDoes it create the best

wAnC
of humanity ?

the ple

of the

good country {

state of soclety 7 Does it promote the peace and
harmony of the country 7 Does it shed honor on
the Amerionn nime and character? What claim
has it for extension under the Constitution 7 Sir,

I have given some attention to these particulars,
and trust | have shown that the system, and es-
pecially the extension of the system, must full

when tried by any of these considerations.
bat, Mr. Chairman, let me return (o the hill
under consideration. California stands at our

door for admission, every way qualified to come |

into the family of States. Ter Constitation is
here, her members are here, apd what hinders 1
Is not one State a large enough subject, or of

one bill 7 Must we load down this younger sister
with burlens too heavy to bear? Must we have
a compound dose? Must we make her carry a
load to break down her high and noble spirit?
Must she, aud must the spirit of Freedom in this
- - - sap coerilCe in orher terrileey,

we Y Wed . ¢
price for her reception? 1 have long observed
that no measure which woeld ga¢ stand ou its
own merits was worthy to be carried at ull.  Sir,

let us tuke one measure at a time—let us finish
one job at a time, and especially s measare of so
much importance as the ndmission of 4 State into
this Union,

Mr. Chnirman, 1 do not gquestion the motives of
the honoruble gentleman from Nlinols, who has
introduced a bill, embracing severnl important
sahjeots. He declared, in his place, that he of-
fered it as a peace-offering, and 1 doubt not his
sincerity ; but | very wnch doubt the propriety
of the measure. And 1 will go further, and say,
that beyond all quéstion, in my mind, such a com-
bination of subjects of such magnitwde is im-
proper. It will certainly embarrass, for o time
at least, the admission of California, if it does not
defeat it for a long period. What effect may we
enleulate this delay will have on the feelings of
the citizens of Califbrain, on her high-minded
Senators und Representatives, ready, here, to
enter upon their public dutiex?  Are not the in-
teresis of California suffering and bleeding for
want of legislation 7 and such legislation us her
own representatives are best able to explain ¥
Are not our hardy sons there, and going there in

multitudes? Does not every consideration of in-
terest nnd honor press upen us the nocessity of
frmmedinte aotion in bes - T e wimbd 130t
patriotie, to give her the cold shoulder, becanse
there are other subjects of a national charaoter
about which we sre not so well agreed? Must a
man who has n elear title to his farm or his house—
known to be so to wll—b» kept from the posses-

gion of it hecauge his neighhor has trouble about
Ais title or Ais boundaries? 1t is unjust.

[ stanid here, sir, the advosate of the immediate
ndmission of Californin, alone; without any en-
tangling atliances to distraet her or to distract us.

My vote is resdy whenever the proposition is
offered. She has probibited slavery. T hooor
her for her wisdom. | rejoice in the triumph of
feepdom in her councils; and believe that under
this banaer slie is destined to become a great nnd
noble State. Perhaps—indead it is almost cer-
tain—asome of ler cities are destined to become
nwmong the greatest marts of teade in the world.
Californin I8 now a valushle eustomer to her sis-
ter States, (if we may call her n sister ) she is

rising in importance every day. [low long shall
we trespass upon her patience or keep from her
those privileges and honors to which she is so

Justly entitled 7

I cannot say what she may do, 1 helieve she is
loyal in her feelings, and ardent in her attach-
ment to this Union, Let us not quench, by de-
luy, those patriotic and holy fires that now burn
in her bosom hut let us hasten to extend to her
the hand of fellowship, that, in mutanl harmony
of feeling nd notion, wo may mingle our efforts
for the common good of our country—our whole
country

Mr, Chairman, it has been common for some

gentlemen to explain their position, nnd how they
intend to vole, n the great guestions relating to
California and the Territories, 1 have already
mid that | & to vote for California alone. In
relation to the other Territories, it is my wish to
give them Territorinl Governments, in which the
Ordinanes of 1757, or ths Wilmot Proviso, shall

! 1 bad, at that pe- | of April, 1818, General L. was taken before the
| dndge of the United States distriot court for ex- |

nmination.
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NON-INTERVENTIDY.

We call attention to the rrtport on our first
prge of the debate in the Senate on the policy of
Non-Intervention. It will be ohserved thut there
is o wide difference of opinion concerning the
dootrioe, between Crenernl Cass and his Northern
followers on one gide, and his Southern friends
on the other. The General holda that the Con-
stitution confers no power on Congress to insti-
tute Territorial Governments—hut, that us such
(Governments ure necessary, Congress derives the
right to frame them from “a& maoral necessiry ;"

e S5 that this ri ve exercised onl
sufficient importance 10 engross our attention in | ‘B4t this right should therefore be exercised only

8o far as “ moral necessity” may demand, and con-
sequently is exhausted in the act of giving the
Territories forms of government ; that the right
of legislation on their own concerns belongs to
1he Peaple thereof; that, should Congress fuil to
give them forms of Government, their power of
legislating for themselves would still be com-
plete—and that this power embraces in its scope
the whole question of Slavery ns it affects them-
selves.

This doctrine was advocated by the Northern
| supporters of Gen Cuss at the late Presidentinl
canvass, as the only true Demoeratic, natioual doe-
trine. On the platform of policy it contemplated,
all sections might harmonize. While it wasealou-
lated to still agitation and maintain the harmony
of the Repullie, it would aecomplish all that the
Wilmot Proviso sought to effect. The People of
the Territories were opposed to Slavery; and if
left to themselves, wonld take good eare to excluide
it hesides. the Mexican laws probibiting slavery,
were in force, und, under the Non-Intervention
dootrine, they would continue to operate.

Now, we ask our Democratic readers fo exam-
ine the debate reported on our first page. Let
them compare notes with their Southern friends,
and see how delightfully they agree. Mr. King
of Alabamn, commenting on the remarks of Mr.
Douglas of Illinois, urging the poliey of Non-ln-
servintion, ns proclefmdl -, ™ - —
charges him with delivering o Free Soil, Wilmot
Proviso speech. Mr Davis of Mississippi kindly
informs General Cass that he was supported at
the South na the less of two evils, between which
a choiee had to be made. The doctrine of Non-
Intervention, set forth by the standard-bearer of
the Demoeracy in 1548, is characterized as the
Wilmot Proviso in disguise—as the worst, most
offensive form of slavery restriction,

What, then, do these Southern Democrats mean -
by Non-lutervention in relation to Slavery?
Non-Prohibition, but not Non-Protection. They
diseard with contempt the dogma that Congress
hns no authority to legislute for the Territorice,
They hold that the moment a Territorial Govern-
ment s established by that body, the Constitu-
tion of the United States is extended by implica-
tion over the Territory, abrogating any local laws
which may prohibit slavery; that it is the sol-
emn duty of Congress to establish such n Gov-
erument, and to refrain from interfering to pre-
vent the extension of slavery, They demand
such intervention by Congress, ns, sccording to
their view of the Constitution, extends Blavery,
and protest against intervention by that hody
sgainst this extension. This is their theory of
Non-Intervention.

As to the dootring that the People of th.e Ter-
ritories have a right to legislate for themselves,
they scout it with derision. That a few adven-
turers in Territories belonging to the United
States have the right to pasa laws divesting of the
charnoter of property whatever any of the States

Non-lutervention of Mississippl supersedes that
of Michignn.

The question arises, will the General apd his
Northern followers in Congress vote for a bill
containing & complete and contemptuous denial of
their boasted doctrineof Non-Intervention ! Will
they give the lie to all their previous declarations
of opmnion, and, to use the langusge of Mr
“utnltify” themselves and their party

Douglas

st the North? We fear they will. That
wmgral mecessity,” the * higher law” of General
Cass, i which he finds a warrunt for doing what
the Constitution does not nuthorize, will doubt-

loss be alleged in justification, If it justify an un-
constitutional set, why mot an inconsistent one?
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‘l'irlu_-r.'d Cass succumbs to Colonel Davis; the

If it authorize the General to go beyond the
Constitution, why not beyond his creed? Th
“ moral necessity” which is a higher law thnnJ_
(onstitution is certainly a higher law than
Nicholson Letter. He and his followers in
IHouses will vote for a bill, denying to the peop
of n Territory the power to prohibit slavery, and
then assemble st Baltimore in solern Convention
and resolve that Noa-Intervention, that is, leaving
to the people of a Territory the right to settle the
(uestion of Slavery for themselves, ix, has always
bern, and must be, the genuine, national, Demo-
cratic poliey !

Well. we shall see how many Democrats of the
North will join in this work of self-stultification.
liut let mo Northern Democrat, who stands pre-
pared to sustain this bill, with its utter repudia-
tion of the dootrines of the Nicholson Letters
have the hardihood hereafter to prate with lying
tongne abont wisdom of the Nou-lotervention
policy, the truly Democratic principle of leaving
to the people of a Territory the right to decide
for themselves the question of Slavery !

MESSRS. CLAY AND WEBSTER.

We ack the nttention of our realers to the
course of Messrs. Clay and Webster, as indicated
hy their votes in our Congressional record.

Mr. Clay, since the death of Mr. Calhoun,
seems to be regarded by the Slaveholding Inter-
est, ns its most efficient protector. No one can
fail to obeerve that the tone of his speeches has
undergone a change, which adapts them more to
Sonthern feeiings. [e is less tolerant towards
Northern sentiment, and sppears more inclined
to entertain propositions of amendment emanat-
ing from the slaveholding members Thus, he
soted for the e ~oaannl Mo @i TV T
sippi intended as a recognition by implication of
slavery in the Territories, and against that of
Mr. Chase, designed to exclude the implieation.
He voted against the application of the Ordinance
of 1757, and for the substitution of the words,
“pr prohibiting or establishing slavery,” for the
words “ in respeot to slavery,” becanse the Pro-
Slavery men insisted that the latter prohibited
police regulations for the system. He voted
agamst the motion of Mr. Llale to insert after
the word * probibiting,” the word % allowing "—n
motion designed to prevent the Territorinl Legis-
Iature from proceeding on the assumption that
slavery was already in the Territories. He
voted against the motion of Mr. Walker to abol-
ish peon slavery. “We do not koow,” aid he,
“its minute operntions, its relutions to society, its
effects upon the Indians, its tendency towards
their civilization!” Recollect, peon slavery is
slavery for debt, which by the miserable contri-
vances of law is made virtually perpetual and he-
reditary. What a wonderful civilizer it must
be! He voted, too, against Mr. Baldwin'ssmend-
ment, declaring the Mexican laws probibiting
slavery in the Territories still in force. It will
be recollected thatin the Compromise resolutions
gubmitted by Mr Clay in the early part of the
session, he affirmed that slavery did not exist in
the Territories, either by law or in fact—in his
specches in support of them, he repeatedly declar-
ed that Mexican laws prohibiting slavery in the
Territories were still in force,a fact which should
induce the North to desist from urging the Wil-

represent, 1o vote, in ull the stages of the basiness,
in aocordance with these principles, and against
the extension of slavery in uny manner or
form

| understand, Mr, Chairman, that the support-
ers of slavery intend to publish u paper in this
¢ity to vindicate the institution, aud change the
sentiment of the country, and perhaps of the
world, on that subject, Sir, n philosopher once
thought he could overturn the world with lever
power: this power, like that of the press, will
do wonders ; but the lever must have a falornm,
and the press must have some redeeming prioci-
ples that belong to heaven or earth, before public
apinion ean he ohanged with regard to slavery,
by ite sotion. Talk of breaking down the spirit
of freedom by a newspaper! “I'he man would be
wiser, who should take his bow and arrow, and,
standing on the western steps of this Capitol,
wappose he could, by n single shot, tunnel the
Alleghnny. 1le might be vain enongh to snppose
the passage was opened throngh the mountain,
but he would find it, on examination, unhroken
and untouched  And #o will the balwarka of

freedom remanin unbroken, notwithstanding all
the efforts of such n press, or a hundred like it,
in this city.

But, Mr. Chairman, | have said nothing sbout
the dissolution of thig Union. Should | be fined,
or puffer uny penalty, if | should omit to do so?
I confess, sir, such a thought na the dissolution
of this Union hax not the fintest hold on my
mind ; and the responses that come up from those
parts of the Union where [ expected to hear the
most of it, are so fuint in support of the muoh-
talked.of Nushville Conveution, that | am led to
believe, that the fire which produced the sparks
snd smoke, in weeks past, has nearly, if not guite,
gone out, | say, for one, let it die. 1 have no
wish to disturb its sleeping embera, "T'he People
must govern, they wall govern, and in thelr
hands the Union is safe

VIRGINIA STATE CONVENTION,

We have the officinl vote on the question of
ealling & Convention in Viwainia for the pnr[i:nn
of revising the Constitution of that State. he
election for delegates will take place on Thurs
day, the 2210 of August ; nud the Convention will
meet in Lichmond on Monduy, the 1ith of Oc-

toher
Convention 40,7148
No Convention - 20 406
Majority for Convention 206,852

Sourit Canorina Sexarton —We learn from
the Charleston Conrer, that Governgr Sesbrook,
of South Curolinn, has appointed the Hon, Robert
W. Barnwell Senator o Congress from  thaet
State, in place of Mr. Ehoore, deceased. Mr.
Harnwelt iw now mt Nashville, in aMendnnes-on
the Southern Convention. e was formerly
Representative in Congress, amd for severnl years
the able and popular President of the College of
South Carolina.

Tur Nwanasva Tiratr—~It gives us pleasure
tostate ta our renders that suthentio information
has reached this Government, of the full ap-
proval by the British Government of the treaty
happily concluded in this city hetween Mr. Secre-
tary Clayton aud Sie Henry Dulwer, for the ad-
Justment of wll points of the Nicarngua question,
as hotween the Government of the United States
and that of Great Britain.

Manriasy Cosvesrion Eneeriox.—~The Balti-
more American publishes a table, showing ﬁlﬁlﬂﬂly
the voie cast st the recent elretion for and against
onlling o convention to nmend the Constitution.
The result is

For a Convention - - - 3.7
Aguinst & Cenvention - o061
Mujority for & Convention 17,817

We regret to learn that the Ton. L. D, Camp-
bell, one of the Hepresentatives from Ohio, hus
been suddesly ealled home by the dangerous in-

moment. It is the duty of (:Dng_'l;!l to fﬂbl;
such legislation—to restruin the Territorial Le-
gislature from prohibising Slavery, and also from
establishing it, because if it may cstablish, it
may prohibit it. But while the Legislature is to
he forbidden to prohibit, it is a vielation of the
constitutionsl righta of the South to forbid it to
protect, Slavery !

The bill reported by the Commitiee of Thir-
teen proposed to prevent the Territorial Legis-
Inture from passing any law “in regect to sla-
rerg.”  This clonse was met with the most deter-
mined resistance by the Democrats of the South.
They never would vote for it. What! make an
invidious distinction between siave property and
other apecies of property! FPrevent the Territo-
vinl Legislature from passing luws Lo proteet prop-
erty inslaves! A monstrous indignity !

The clause gave rise to a debate which ran
through two or three weeks; and, at last, the
Southern Democrats accomplished their ohjeet:
by the nid of three men from the free States, two
of them Democrats, they succeeded in substitut-
ing for the worda * i respect to slavery,” the words
Westatlishing or profabiting slavery”’—thus leaving
the Legislature at liberty to paes laws to enforce
the elsims of slaveholders, and keep slaves in sub.
jeotion, should they be introduced in the Territo-
ries. ‘This change was made on the demand of
the Southern Democrats, every one of whom, ex-
cept Benton, voted for it

We can now contrast Northern and Southern
Non-Intervention—or, rather, the Non-loterven-
tion of General Cass and that of Jefferson Davis:

Fans Non-Inlerveation, Daris Now-Intervention,
il

I N power in Congress to I Pleoary rin Cone
exbablieh Territorinl Govern-  gress to establish Territorial
woenl. Lovernment

he duty of Uongress to
#s Vel sich Govermment
e imiwsed by * ioral neces-
wity '

A Uongress has ne right
whatsoever to luginlate for
the Territories, nor Is it ne-
CEAARTY.

1 The Mexioan laws oon-
thune In foree I the Territo-
ry till repenled by sompetent
wuthority—which suthority
in Tosmd in the Territorial
Leginlnture,

G. The People of the Terri-
torles, if Congress naglect to
lve them Goverament, have
the right to govern them-
selves, anil exelude slavery.

L. Pheduty of Congress ko
establiah such Government
I: lnposed by the UConstity.
tiom,

3 Congress has full eight
to legislate for the Territo-
ries, and it is necessary.

4. The Mexionn laws do
not continue in forae in the
Territorien, being ahrognted
by the Federal Constitution,

5. The People of the Terri-
tories, it Congress neglest ta
wive them Glovernment, must
o the best they can, but
they have no right to exclude
wlavery.

6. The People of the Ter
rituries, wnder & form of
Government given hy Con-
kd, have & right to logis t have no right to
ate for themselves, snd may te themmelves any
vither eatablish or probibit ther than express power s
aluvery. wiven to them Ly Congress,
nid hinwe no right to establiah
or prohibit slavery.

. Congress hus power il
i bound to use it, to prevent
the People of the Tertitorien
from estublishing or prohib
iting alwvery, but It uo
power to prevent them from
jrrotect

4, New fatirvantlon menne,
leaving to the People of a
Territory, no option as to

0, The People of the Ter-
ritorieon, wnder & form of
Guvernmint given by Con-

7. Congress npurps power
when it attempts to restrain
the People of the Territories
from establishing or prohib-
Iting or regulaticg slavery,
s they plewse.

5 Non Intervention means,
leaving to the People of &
Territory the declsion of the

question whether they will the neceptance or rejection of
eutertain or reject slavery,  slavery, but simply the priv-
Ilege of protecting it.

Mr. Douglas protested earnestly agniust the
restrictive clause in the bill of the Committee of
Thirteen, and particularly when it was amended
ou the motion of « Whig Senator from Cieorgin,
80 s Lo restrain the Territorial Legislature from

privilege of protecting it. e declared that the
adoption of such a restriction was in the very
teeth of the Nicholson Letter—that it would
stultify the Democratic party—that it was an in-
#ult to General Cass, who had been siruck down

disposition of & member of his fumily. 1l bas,
we understand, ¥ puired off”’ with 8 wember of the
apposite party, for the fortnight that he expeols
mlt:?aluen!.

The New Hampshire Legislature met at Con-
cord on Wednesday and organized.  Mr. Richard
Jepness was unanimously chosen President of the
Sennte, and Nathaniel B. Baker Speaker of the
House—the latter receiving 197 out of 265 votes
cast. It was expected that the Governor would
deliver his messnge the next day.

Genenar Lovez —We learn that the United
Sitates Distriot Attorney st New Orleans, noting

nder instruotions from the t of Siate,
I:ln.od by direction of the Pm:uud Gen-

for standing by the policy of Non-Intervention.
But bis Democratio brethron from the South were
inexorable. Party weighs nothing agaivst Sla-
very, in their estimation. They care more for
the sacendency of the Slave Power, and their own
domination, thau they do for the feelings of Gou-
erul Cuss, or the consistency of his Northern fol-
lowers. On the motion of Mr. Douglas to strike
out the restrictive clause, 5o as to leave the whole
question of Slavery to be disposed of by the
People of the Territories nocording to their own
Judgment, every Southern Democrat voted in (he
negalive, and so the restrictive olause stands as

prohibiting or establishing Slavery, leaving it the |

did he not admit this fact. But, this doetrine
was sternly denied by the South, so that, when
the whole subject was referred to a Committee
of Thirteen, it was found convenient to omit any
allugion to it. Sinee the report of the Committee
has been under discussion, the Southern Senators
have repeatedly and solemnly protested against
the doctrine. Ilence, when the time for voting
came, Mr. Baldwin decmed it necessary to take
the sense of the Senate on the question, to see
whether the North was indeed to receive any
equivalent for the sacrifice of the Proviso; and
he put his amendment in a form embodying the
doetrine in regard to the Mexican law, 08 promul-
gated by Mr. Clay himself. In the 27th seotion,
after the word “slavery,” in the 6th line, he
movel to ndd these words—* it heing hereby in-
tended and declared that the Mexican laws pro-
hibiting slavery shall be and remain in force in
the suid Territories, until altered or repealed by
Congress” In the course of n spirited specch
sustaining his amendment, he sadd :

“The distingnished chairman of the commit-
tee who reported this bill has himself declared to
the Senate that such is his understanding of the
law ; that, if we pass this bill, the Mexican law
will remuin in force ; nnd he has gone so far as to
aflirm that, if it were not so, if such were not to
he the law, he would himself be opposed to the bill ;
for he would never vote forany bill that would have
the effect of extending slavery to Territories
now free. My own opinion, sir, is in nccordance
with that of the dlfinguished ohairman of the
committee, that, if we pass this bill, the Mexican
laws will remain in foree prohibiting slavery,and
that the Territorial Legislature vinlfm have the
power to repeal or change those laws, by its own
legislation, under the provisions of this bill. Bat,
that is not the opinion of other and dist hed
Senators who have delivered their sentiments in
the conrse of this debate, ‘The Semator from
Grorgin, {Mr. Berrien,] for example, has, on the
other haud, expressed the opinion that, by the
establishment of Territorial (Governments, the
Mexican lnws upon this subject will be abrogated
and that slavery may, under the Constitution and
laws of the United States, which will then be in
force there, be carried into those Territories, not-
withstanding the original prohibition in the Mex-
iean lnws,

The object of my amendment is merely to de.
clare what we ourselves intend. We are enact-
ing n law which we wish the people to under-
stand.  Tlow ean we expoct this, when Senators
upon this side of the Chamber undorstand it in
one sense, and Senators u the other mide of
the Chamber sny they nd it ina differ
ent sense !

“ Let us, then, not deal with the people i sm-
bignous linguage, but let us declare plainly,
frankly, what we do mean; and when we have
intelligibly expressed what a majority of the Sen-
ate understand the law to ba, if this bill is passed,
then the people of these Territories will know
from us what we intend to declare the will of the
Amerioan Poople to be”

Mr, Clay denounced this motion with great
warmth, us un sttempt “to get another form of
the Wilmot Proviso introduced.” “No, sir,”
said Mr. Baldwin, “it is the starw guo which 1
pm‘m!l
S Mr. Clay. Very well ; what is that statu guo
but the Wilmot Proviso? Iy it not equivalent to
the Wilmot Proviso 7 And will not ene expres-
sion of this body satisfy the Senator from Con-
peoticut himself, without prolonging the disous-
slon day after day, lackiog only n little variety of
e;pr;:aion, upon substantially the same proposi-

on

Mr. Baldwin did not yicld to the overbearing
demeanor of Mr. Clay, but ndvocated his amend-
ment with renewed spirit and vigor. Referring
to a remark of Mr, Berrien, one of the Coummit-
tee of Thirteen, that one of the propositions of
the report recognised “ T'exns as the rightful pre-
prictor of the soil which the United States pro-
posed to acquire from that State,” he said—

* Now, sir, if Texas is to be deemed the right-
ful proprietor of the soil and jurisdiction of the
territory to be ceded to the United States upon
the torms p: in this bill, what will be
olaimed to follow? Why, sir, that the law of
Texne, and not the law of Mexico, prevails over
this entire Territory ; that we roosive it us slave

territory, although, in point of Texan has
mhgmnmum over
it; but it has been, from the time of its first pro-
hibition of slavery, under the Mexican law, down
to the present time, as much dedicated to freedom

oo essentisl part of the bill. In other words,

s8 the soil of.amy free State in the Union, If

VASHINGTON, D. C.. JUNE 13, 1850.

the honorable Senate from G
rien] n:tdq;dudg coreotly what will
lation of the
ernment of the U'nitd States, when this cession
is made—if he is corect in his opinion, that we
shall recognise Texs ns the p etor of this
territory, then, sir, i will follow that the Texan

the re-

a [Mr. Ber- | ple from

S 4 |
preventing its introduction; l-u.l\ e |
Peon slavery is slready there, they wish it 1o

le ¢ this Territory to the Gov- | ., inu0 without restriotion. Of course, they |

had their way ; the amendment was rejected by ‘
the following vote : .
Yras—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury,

law—the law of slavey —will be claimed by Sen- | Chase, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dodgeof

ators who conour wit that distinguished Senstor

in opinion to bo theaw of the Territory. ILis, | Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Jones, Norris, Seward,
gir, to exclode say nch conclusion that I have | Shields, Spruance, Upham, and Walker— 0.

offered this amendmat.”
Certainly, the resons alleged by Mr. Baldwin
were all-sufficient to how the reasonablences and
ity of his amerdmegt. But Mr. Clay could
see nothing in it but he¥ilmot Proviso, though
o declaration of whathe himself had formerly ne-
serted ag & Truth of .aw—and he voted against
it. The following ae the yeas and nays on the
dment :
- lldwin, Bradbary, Brigh
M?’:T:n:], !I)uis of Mamchy uu:u.:
of Visconsin, Douglas, Felch,
e, Hamin, Miller, Norris, Seward
) ith, Sprance, Upham, Walker, and
Whiteomb—::,
“N avs—Messre. Athison, Badger, Bell, Beaton,
Berrien, Borland, Bitler, Cass, Clay, Clemens,
Davis of Mississipp Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge
of lowa, Downs, Foce, Hlouston, Hunter, Jones,
King..ﬁ!ugnm, Muwon, Morton, Pearce, Pratt,
Rusk, Sebastian, Soué, Sturgeon, Turney, Under-
wood, and Yulee—12."

So Mr. Clay, whait. Cuz wnly part of the ses-
sion won praises at tie North by his bold utter-
ance of the “ Truth of Law ” that the Mexican
Laws prohibiting savery were still in force in
the Territories, wien the question was made
practical, and it becsme important to have it set-
tled by asolemn dedaration, voted against the
proposition affirmingéhis Truth.

Let us hear no more of Ilenry Clay's liberal
sentiments on the Shvery Question.

So much for ons of the most distinguished
leaders of the Whg party. Let us review the
votes of another ¢f them, Mr. Webster. We
shall not go back tothe time when Mr. Wehster
decided the questior of & Compromise Commitlee
agninst the North,subsequently, however, when
his vote could not tirn the scale, giving it for the
North. That is his way.

June 5th, when the Senate began to vote on the
amendments to the Omnibus bill, he supported the
provieo of Mr. Chase to the amendment of Mr.
Davis of Mississippi, snd, when it was lost, voted
against that amendment. The virtuggofl these
votes is somewhat impaired by the Fact, that
there was scarcely any probability that either of
the amendments womld puss. % Be ‘upwaiiva
which was really intended to be passed was that
of Mr. Berrien of Georgia, inserting the words,
% prohibiting or establishing,” instead of “in re-
spect to,” so as to leave the Territorial Legisla-
ture at liberty to protect slavery, should it creep
into the Territories; and for this, Mr. Wekster
voted, in company with Mr. Sturgeon of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. Dickinson of New York, and Mr.
Jones of Iowa, the only Senators from the free
States in the affirmative. Tlad their votes heen
recorded against the amendment, the vote would
have stood—yeaa 26, nays 1.

Then came the motion of Mr. Hale, to prohibit
the Territorial Legislature from “allowing 7 sla-
very, and here again we find Mr. Webster voting
nay, in company with the slaveholders, and with
Messrs. Bright, Case, Cooper, Dickinson, Dodge
Jones and Sturgeon, from the free States. Mr.
‘Webster did not use to be found insuch company.

On the question of abolishing peon slavery, he
stood shoulder to shoulder with the same gentle-
men, voting against its abolition in company with
the slaveholders, and with Messrs. Bright, Coop-
er, Dickinson, Smith, and Sturgeon. (Mr. Cass,
the great enemy of Austrian oppression, and all
gorts of white slavery, waa unfortunately absent,
when this vote was taken. Can any one tell how
he would have voted 7)

Mr. Webster subsequently voted against Mr.
Yulee's amendment.,

The moment the vote on this amendment was
agnounced, Mr, Baldwin introduced his amend-

mark - that ”
this time, was absent during the epirited discus-
sion that arese, and also when the question was
taken on the amendment. As Mr. Baldwin of-
fered his amendment the moment the result of
the vote on that of Mr. Yulee was announced, as
Mr. Webster voted on the Iatter, and his name is
the last but two on the record, he must either
have dissppeared while the votes were being
counted, (a process which occupies searcely more
than two or three minutes) or when he saw Mr.
Baldwin rise with his amendment. Our strong
impression is that that was the moment of his de-
parture. 'We must recolleet that, whatever may
be the private views of Mr. Webster, he has not
at any time during the present session given the
least intimation of his opinion in regard to the
important question on which almost every leading
Senator has expressed his sentiments—the ques-
tion whether the Mexican Laws prohibiting sla-
very are in force or not in the Territories. !Iad
ho been present when the question was taken on
Mr. Baldwin’s amendment, his position would
have been tested. e must either have voted yea
or nay. The fuir presumption is that he chose to
do neither, and therefore absented himself.

Enough—will any idolater of Henry Clay or
Daniel Wehater please inform us what the cause
of Freedom and of Progress has to hope from
their counsels or efforts! Preserve the record
we have given of their votes, ns well s that we
give in another column of the votes of Mr, Cuss,
It will be usefal hereafter. If the men of Buffulo
of 1545 be true to themselves, Hunkerism in 1859
will receive its eterhal (uictus

—-

THE SENATE AND PEON SLAVERY,

It is marvellous with what tender assiduity the
Senate witches over the interests of Slavery—
how promptly it repela sny movement that may
remotely affect them! After the Wilmot Pro-
viso had been voted down a fow days ago, after
all amendments intended to guard the interests
of Freedom in the Territories had been rejected,
after an amendment securing a contingent ad-
vantage for slavery had been carried, Mr. Walker
of Wisconsin moved to insert next to the word
“slavery,” the following—* Adud pron slavery is
abolished anil forever prokibited in the said Territory”

Undor ibe system-«f poonnge, & person may be
sold for debt, and held in servitude till he shall
work it out. The system is so ocontrived as to
make the bondage not only perpetual, but heredi-
tary ; and it Is penal for any employer to take
into his service a sobject of such boudage, with.
out a certificate from his former employer, that
he has wo claim upon him.  There is now a large
number of peona in the Territories; the system
is in notive operation ; and it has no respect to
color. White Americans, if they should be un-
fortunate, might find themselves reduced to this
servile condition, without hope of release. What
possible ohjection eould an American body of
legislators have to the abolition of such oppres-
sion? But Mr. Walker's amendment was at
once opposed by Southern Senators, who raised
the ery of interference with vested rights! Mr,
Dayton of New Jersey, unreasonably acquiescing
in this notion, moved to amend by restricting the
operation of the amendment to the futare. Pend-
ing this, an adjournment was moved and carried
The subject was resumed the next day, (Thurs.
day, June 6th,) when Mesars. Seward and Doug-
las mdvocated the abolition of the system, and
Messrs. Hunter, Rosk, Foote, Clay, Dickinson,
&o, insisted that Nom-Interference was the sufe
policy. Mr. Douglas said, he, too, would favor
this policy, had not the Senate, the day before,
resolved not to leave to the People the business
of legislating for themselves. Since the Senate
had disregarded Noa-Intervention in the case of
African slavery, he did not see any good reason
for abstaining from intervemtion in the case of
peon slavery. He went for the abolition of a
system which made slaves of white men.

But the slaveholders did not appreciste such
logic. As African slavery is not now in the Ter-

ritories, they thought it best to prohibit the Peo-

“just mbout |

Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Felch,

Navs—Moessrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Ber-
rien, Borland, Bright, Butler, Clay, Clemens,
Cooper, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson. Diekin-
son, Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter, King, Mao-

Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Ruosk, Se-
Smith, Soulé¢, Sturgeon, Turney, Under-
wood, Webster, and Yulee—12

Benton, the ounly Senator from a slaveholding
State, voting for its abolition, while Senators
Bright, Cooper, Dickinson, Smrith, Stargeon, and
Wehster, from the free States, voted againat its
nbolition—three Whigs and three Demoerats
Gren. Cass was absent. On nearlyall the incidental
questions springing up in connection with sla-
very, it will be found that the slaveholders, noting
in n body, earry enough Northern men with them
to necomplish their purposes.

A SCENE IN THE SENATE.

MESSRS. DAVWSON AND HALE.

Mr. Hale is one of the best tompered and most
humorous members of the Senste; and withal,
distinguished for his bolduess, realiness, snd
independence. No ope more studiously avoids
offensive persomalities; hut he has rendered him-
self obnoxious to many by the ardor with which
he defends the eausge of freéedom, the promptuess
with which he exposes every insidious assault
upon its interests. and the frequency of his refer-
ence to the sentiment and will of constituencies
represented by Northern Senators ahout to yield
to the demands of the Slave Power.

Besides, he is entirely destitute of superstitions
reverence for great men, being as apt to dissent
from Mr. Webster, or oppose Mr, Clay, or to
make merry with the inconsistencies of General
Cass, as if they were ordinary flesh and blood,
Such freedom and irreverenmce could not be
suffered to go unrebuked. The sensibilitics of
Senators who had been annoyed by his constant
efforts to save freedom from being wounded by
professed friends, the feelings of “leading men,”
whose leadership he had rejected, demanded the
condign punishment of the culprit. Last Satur-
day was the time chosen for his public humilis-

—— ——

Mr. Dawson then bramched out into general
remarks on changes in public men, the influence
of party sud political motives, making frequent

'
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New Mexico, west of the Rio Grande. }lo
would give to Texas all of her territory, and
would not consent to offer her a hribe to p
with o portion of it. He defended the rights of

nrt

allusions to the self-seeking of political demagogucs, the South; and, in the course of his remarks

the sell-aggrandizement constantly kept in view
by agitators and sectional declaimers, giving the
whole such an appliestion, in connection with the
documents he bad read, as to favor the presump-
tion that Mr Ilale, in changiog his views, had
been actuated by a sordid ambition, regirdless of
the peace or welfure of the country. IHe did not
charge this upon him in 8o many words, but what
was the burden of his speech? ‘That in 1533,
Mr. Hale was a violent anmti-Abolitionist; in
1550, he is a vehement soti-slavery man; the |
documents showed it. Mr. Hale, then, bad | "
changed his position. Why?7 Either from hon-
est convietion, or from motives of self-interest.
Would Mr. Dawson have occupied an hour in o
studied speech, discoursing of patriotism, and
denouncing sordid self-secking, and in general
terms assuming change to be proof of profligacy,
with the sole purpose of proving that Mr. Hale
had become an honest convert to anti-glavery
principles? No; his intention was to suggest,
without formally charging, that Mr. Hale, in
becoming su anti-slavery man, had been actuated [
by a low motive of personal sggrandizement, To |}
make the charge openly would be a violalion of
the order of the Senste; would be wo palpable ns
to disgust men of fuir minds ; would be inconsist-
ent with that sweet courtesy and notable magna-
nimity which the Georgia Senator so greatly
uffects. Put insiouated slunder is decorous;
impeichment of fintegrity, by inuendo, is iun
order; suggestion of scoundrelivin is consistent
with the warmest profession of personal respeet;
to tuke his brother by the beard and say, “art
thou well, my brother 7" while he plants the
dagger under his fifth rib, is in the style of the
highest chivalry.

But we have not done with this apparently
preconcerted exhibition of Senatorial vengeance.
Mr. Dawson had gone through his speech, aud
was protracting the close of his remarks in a
tedious way, us if to give notice to the Senators
that the spectacle was over, and they now might
go. Ou overy principle of fair dealing, Mr. Hale
was entitled to be heard in defence; but, reader,
what think you? Mr. Clay rises in such & way
a8 to attract general attention, and moves an nd-
journment' Yes, the high-minded Henry Clay,
whom we have been acenstomed to regard us above
any peity basencss, sat by, listening with delight

t

executioner.

The subject under discussion was the boundary
of Texas. Mr. Davis of Mississippi denied the
power of Congress to reduce the boundaries of b
sovereign State, and denounced the attempt to
purchage the soil of Texas and turn it over to the
Fedgral Government, as an attempt which, if
suceessful, would result in the conversion of
slave soil into free soil. This placed Mr. Foote,
a supporter of the project, in & dangerons position,
and he rose to protest against the construction
given to the proposition by his colleague. Evi-
dently thinking of his constituents slone, he be-
came vehement in his declamation, declaring that
the bill, if passed, would be n death-blow to the
monster Free Soil—would cover it with infamy—
indeed, that by the votes of the Senate already
upon amendments, the Wilmot Proviso had been
killed and baried out of sight and hearing. Mr.
Hale, ever ready to expose the true bearings of
the measure before the Senate, in a few humorous
but piquant remarks, called the attention of
Northern Senators inclined in favor of the bill
to the exposition of its nature and effects as given
by one who was, in fact, its originator. He in-
dulged in no personalities, mo invective; his
remarks were pointed, but so humorous as to
excite genersl, almost unrestrained lsughter
among the members,

The time, however, had come for his public
arraignment. Mr. Dawson arose with a clerical
solemnity ; the Senate was stilled; every Senator

elaborate preparation. He commenced by ex.
pressing his profound grief that the Senator from
New Hampshire should take advantage of sny
unguarded expression of a brother Senator, with
a view to excite sectionnl feeling. It was not
Seoatorial—it was not patriotic. And then he
expatinted upon patriotism, nationality, magaa-
nimity, justice; insinuating, not ssserting, that
in nll these attributes the Senator from New
Hampshire was sadly deficient. He scemed to
pity him; to feel mortified rather than avgry
with his petty sectionalism, his cunning appeals

with a few reflections on his own high attributes:
For himself, he meckly claimed unspotted purity,
all-embracing patriotism, the most exalted human-
ity, and a magnanimity unquestionable.

And was he not magnanimous? In the first

place, he was sustained by the united Southern
delegation, with, perhaps, a single exception;
then he had, we presume, the cordial sympathies
of the Northern Senators of both parties, with
the exception of Messrs. Seward, Baldwin, Cor-
win, Chase, and Iamlin. With s legion to back
him, with upturned faces all around him prompt
to greet with smiles his feeblest witticism; with
Clay by his side to ory, “ hear him, hear him ;"
with Badger in front to interject assent ; and with
Cnss just beyond, with his heavy countenance
almost kindling with delight, it wus very mugnan-
imous for that Senator, without notice, without
pretext, to undertake, in o speech prepared before-
hand, with dooements and papers furnished him
by some scavenger in politics, the public arraign-
ment and condemnation of n Senntor, standing
almost alone, with no party to rally in his defence,
snd totally unapprized of the attack aboat to he
made. [t was o magnanimons aet, Mr. Dawson—n
beautiful illustration of Georgia chivalry.
Afer pronouncing a high-wrought culogium
upon himself, he alluded with touching eloquence
to the frailties of other Senators, not actuated by
the same exalted motives. Why, at this hour of
peril, throw obatacles in the way of an amicable
settlement of our controversies? When gray-
headed patriots were taxing their energies to save
the noblest fabrie of Ciovernment the world had
evor seen ; when Northern men, with a generous
disregard of self, were lnying their prejudices and
pride on the altar of the conntry—why should
they be stigmatized as enemies to free dom, traitorg
to theinteredts of their partioular section? Ah—
Webster and Clay looked unutterable things, and
Hale, of course, was supposed to feel sell-reproach
for the irreveronce he had manifested for their
joint wisdom and works.

Mr. Dawson procecded to impeach, in the most
courteous manner, the purity of Mr. Hale’s mo.
tives ; not formally, but by implication. IHe
indalged in dark inuendoes about former =2ts and
opinions in the history of that Senator, ringing
the changes on inconsistency, sudden conversion,
sell-aggrandizement, and the like, till he had
ruisod curiosity to its utmost, and predisposed
the Senate for a development which ahould cover
the New Tampshire Senator with confusion of
face. And then he read a manuseript copy of a
letter written by the Rev. George Storra in 1535,
about n certain abolition meetivg held in Daver,
New ILimpshire, at which Mr. Hale stood forth
i the champion of the anti-abolition party. Next
he held up n newspaper, (» copy of the Daver
Ginzetteof the snme year,) In which was an article
falsely ascribed to Mr. Hale, ridiculing the Aboli-
tionists, and inviting popular vengeance against
that Dritish emissary, George Thompeon. He
disclaimed anything personally offensive to
New Hamps Senstor. Oh, no! that
had the hest heart in the world, if it were at
erty to ot in obedience to the diotates of his
judgment. Mr. Webster and his friends

at this, ss & moat felicitous stroke No,
Dawson continued, these documents

resd were mot to the Senator
New Humpshire, they were honorable to
“Hear him! hear him!” cried Mr. Clay.
Badger amented in an undertone. Mr. W,
smiled.

ticnyag } Mo Peronn of Georgia sppurod-ﬂl_&’

was in his : the leading men settled them-
F The speech of Mr. Dawson Eo-;m lfltioi

to prejudice and passion ; but he consoled himself

oo whodind attapk nnop 3 fellow-Sensignse-sour.
| aging the assailant by his exclamations, and then,
| moved an adjournment so as to deprive that Sen-
| ator of a chanee to reply! The immortal Captain
Rynders would not have been guilty of an act like
that, The protestations were so earnest against
the motion, that he wus obliged to withdraw it,

| but, siying that he would adjourn himself, he
[ walked deliberately out of the Senate Chamber
| Up rose Daniel Webster st the same time, and
moving about as if to draw followers after him,

! took his hat snd disappeared. Mr. Cass followed
| with similar formality, Mr. Badger left his
seat, and other Senators seemed balf inclined to
imitate these magnanimous leaders. We cannot
but infer that all this was preconcerted, with a
view to mortify and abash Mr. Hale, and leave
him to make his defence to empty seats.
‘We have deseribed and denounced this shame-
less, unprovoked attack on Mr. Hale, not because
he needs our sympathy or support—he is a match
for all his enemies—but that the people of the
free States may understand what means are used
in the Capitol to crush the spirit of freedom, to
browbeat its speciul advocates, nnd keep in coun-
tenance those Northern men who have resolved
to defy the solemnly expressed will of their con-
gtituents.
A word to Mr. Dawson. Some scavenger,
hunting for materials to gratify n weak malice
agninst Mr. Hale, found certain documents in
New Hampshire annals, showing that Mr. Hale,
some fiftecn years ago, was a strong auti-abolition-
. They are put into Mr. Dawson’s

brother Senator.

That is one kind of Senatorial magnauimity.
We will show him another kind.

Some time during the session, somebody, anx- |
fous to use n Senator us the instrument of his |
spite aguinst Mr, Seward, pul into the hands
of a Senator of Mississippi a speech formerly
delivered by him at Cleveland, expecting that the
gullant member would jump at the advantage
thus offered him, ITe was disappointed. The
Senator carried tho speech over to Mr. Seward,
stated how it came into his hands, and told him
that he did not feel ut liberty to avail himself of
such means of attacking him. The Senator is
hold and severe opponent, but an honorable one.

DEBATE IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-

who |

said that he never meant to live where there w.q
no slavery. If it were removed to-mcrrow, he
wonld be in favor of it the next day.

Mr. Taylor of Ohio did not see any “ blesd.

iug wounds " in the country ; he was in favor of
the President’s plan; us to a dissolution of 1he
Union, the Capitol would crumble in dast before
the People would listen fo the ides.

At half past nige, the House adjourned.
JUNE 6.

Mr. Jones of Tennessee gave notice of an

mendment he intended to offer to Mr. Doty's

bill. It is substantially the plan of compromise
under discussion in the Senate, with two or three
smendments, oue, striking out the clause impo-
sing & restriction on the Territorial Legisiature
as to Slavery.

Mr. Duanbam of Indisna depreeated excite-

ment—hblamed the conduct of ultras in both sep.
tions—held that Congress had constitutions)
power to pass the Wilmot Proviso, but it did net

herefore follow that it ought to use it—and be-
ieved that the Mexican law prohibited Slavery
n the Territories,

Mr. Johnson of Tennessee had a resolation

which he intended to offer, rewd, instructing the
Committte wa T micd ta report a bill for the
admission of California, and for the recognition

of the Governments already existing in New

Mexico and Utah, and for the retrocession of the
District of Columbia.

e advocated compromise and conciliation, and

said, if the several propositions in regard to Sla-
very were separated, he should hold himself nn.
commitied as to his action.

Mr. McLean of Kentucky was not in favor of

the Senate compromise—he was in favor of some-
thing like the President’s plan—it was sn im-

provement on the Nicholson letter—but he did
not like either.
Mr. Hoagland of Ohio opposed- the purchase
of Texan territory, and advoeated the ground
of Non-Intervention with regard to Slavery in
the Territories. It would save the country from
disastrous copsequences, 1t was the doetrine of
the great Democratic party, to which he helonged
He had maintained it in the election of 1845, on
the stamp and elsewhere, and he saw no reason
for departing from it now. The extremes of
hoth sides, he said, are anxions that the agitating
questions shall not be settled,

[Mr. Hoagland is ivformed that Non-lnterven-
;Ig_l lqu'hcm voted down in the Senate by South-

ern Democrats.)
JUNE 6.

Mr. Tuck charged upon the pro-slavery minor-
ity waste of time and delay of pablic bnsiness—
advoeated the Wilmot Proviso—opposed the Sen-
ate promise—d d the Nashville Con-
vention as unfit to be named the same day with
the Hartiord Convention.

Mr. Dimmick of Pa. advoeated the admission
of Californin—contended that Slavery does not
exist in the Territories—was opposed to all legis-
Iation by Congress respecting it, of course, Lo
the Wilmot Proviso—Iinsisted that the people of
a Territory onght to be left free to exolude or
admit it.

Mr. Bowie of Maryland favored the Senate
compromise, and enlogized Mr. Clay, considering
him a4 the sccond Moses in the desert surround-
ing us.

Mr. Dickey of Pennsylvania said that his con-
stituents have always been opposed to the institu-
tion of Slavery, because they believe that it is
opposed to the interests of society ; and he wns
opposed to its extension, and guve his ressous
for being so, 1o replied to the objections urged
to the admission of California, and was in favor
of immediately giving her a place in the Union.

In the evening, Mr. Meade defended a speech
made by him some months vooated Sta-
very—denounced fansticism, and told the Whigs
and Demoorats that they must put it down, or it
would put them down,

Mr. Hubbard of Alabama rose to inform the
Committee what the demands of bis constituents
are. They regurd the territory acquired from

¢ pragarty. A
them ont of it will not "’af..., :;
expect to get it.  His rey lmri‘u place would
forbid him from saying what he thought of gen-

tlemen if they do not divide. His conatituents
intend to bave & part. “ You hud hetter let
them have it” he remarked ; “ I tell you for your
own good” [Laughter.|

He ed to show that the slaves of the
South are better fed and clothed, and have more
given to them out of their lubor, than the sgri-
eulturists of Earope; and their lot is infinitely
superior to that of seamsatresses who work for
cighteen cents n day. He likewise referred to
the large number of whites in the prisons and

rhouses of the North, There was more iofi-

elity within sight of Boston than among sll the
negroes of the South. Giving notice that he in-
tended to write out his ﬁrvaﬁ:u took his seat.

The IHouse adjourned about 10 o'clock,

JUNE 7.
Mr. Caldwell of Kentucky called upon the

TIVES, LAST WEEK.

Last week the House was almost exclusively
oceupied, in Committee of the Whole on the Cal-
ifornia (Luestion, holding morning and evening
segsions, for the parpose of giving an opportu-
nity to members who wished to deliver their
vicws. ‘T'he speeches were of course confined to
one hour each: Some were read, some spoken ;
one was merely announced, the orator simply
desiring that it might be considered as having
heen delivered. No effect on the minds of mem-
bera was expeoted to be produced, but Represent-
atives deemed it necegsary that their constitu-
ents should know that they were at their posts.
For the most part, empty seats rewarded the la-
bor of the orators.

JUNE 4,

Mr. Thompson of Mississippi, in his speech on
the 4th, said the whole question wasin the hands
of the imperious North—he was in favor of run-
ning the Missouri Compromise line to the Pa-
cific, opposed to the Senate plan of compromise,
and the admission of California as a State.

Jobn A. King of New York made an anima-
ted speech, in which he said he would vote for
the Senate Compromise, if he thought it would
terminate the controversy, hut he did not believe
it would receive the sanction of the People. He
insisted on the President’s plan of adjostment.

Mr. Dingham delivered a strong speech, in
which he advoeated the same views on Slavery
he had cxpressed several years ago, earaestly
urging the Wilmot Proviso. To the Nicholson
lotter he ascribed the defeat of General Cass and
the [Temooratic Party in 1548,

Mr. Booth of Connecticut insisted on the al.
mission of California as a State, argaed with
force against the extension of Slavery, and re-
plied particalarly to the arguments of Mr.
;\kﬂm of Alabama on the Bible view of the sub-
eot.

Mr. IHowe of Pennsylvania spoke in the eve-
ning, ndvoenting Californin and the Proviso, de-
nouncing the so-called compromise of the Senate

He bogged the Chairman to remember (for,

he was in favor of at-
the Weobster Provisn,
ilmot Proviso, alisa the Ordinance of

T

the

the slave teade in the Distriot of Colum-
bia. If this was not doue, remove the seat of\

..Democrntn to come to the resoue.  ‘T'here was not
| & Northern Whig from whom they could expect

anything. He was for the doetrine of Noo-lo-

| tervention. If the IHouse would give Territorial

Governments to New Mexico and Utab, without
the Proviso, he would vote for the admission of
California : otherwise, not.

Mr. Root of Ohio said—

The North have always manifested their fecl-
ings of hostility to slavery; yeol the South veo-
tured to hﬂni.in this territory, and run the
chance of its heing made slave territory. The
people of the North were all one way ; sod there
would be mothing of doughfscery here, if they
were honestly represented on this floor. The
Wilmot Proviso was the dread of the South, but
it bad made California a glorious new State, and
free, An};thll:.:u_ - and mnﬁlﬁl lﬂ‘;.r
enough. Ha then | réspocts to Mr. Win-
throp, who, he said, dodged, sneaked away, during
the earlier part of the session, to avoid voting for
the Proviso. The gentlemon had said that he

Mr. Root| had set a trap to cateh him. If he
desired to eateh that gentlemsn, he should
vot have buited his trap with the Wilmot Provi-
80, |Langhter| There were other baits to be
made use of ; and if he had one of them he might
count on 4 capture,
Mr. Johnson of Arkansas said the North hell
bnt‘:ha principle—that of ‘dm‘lln‘ the South
from the Territories. e denounced Mr. Stan-
ly's speech—advooated the Missouri Compro:
mise—repudiated the doctrine of Non-Interven-
tion—was proud that he had urged the holding
of the Nashville Convention—eaid that those of
the South who denounced it were false and cow-
ardly. Fioally, he urged the #ippeet of the
Southern orgnn, about to he est here.
Mr. Dunean of Masssohuseits wan for the ad-
mission of California as & State, for the erection
of Territorial Governments with the Proviso, for
theabolition of the slave trade, for an amendment
of the law of 1794, the mumber of

Judges and officials in the case of fugitive slaves,

and securing the jory trial; and he warmly com-
mended the sagacity evinoed in the President’s
plan. =

Mr. Duer introduced & substitute for the bill

08 full of wounds, bruises, snd putrefying sores. " | of Mr. Doty, providing for the admission of Cali-

fornia, for the seitler:ant of the Texan boundary

a8 the seats wers empty, he would have to prove | ‘"estion on the principles of Mr. Clay's Omni-
bus bill, and authorizing the People of the Terri-
toriea of Uteh and New Mexico to form State

1787 e did not care if it was ealled the Jor. |  OTeraments. Georgis
ferson Proviso, or the John Smith’s Pnti;::!- In the evening, Mr. Jackwon of  North ;:-
he was in favor of prohibiting lavery in the | pealed to the generons feo of “'c..,m..
T ond preventing the admission of | justice, He went for the o

“5 more slave States, and abolishing Slavery | jine. T

an

Mr. Venable of North Carolina liked the osa-
dor of Mr. Howe—he preforred the bold nssae-
siu to the midnight robber.
A com be patched up, but th
sult will be that ';""Zm’ﬂ. buri. nud 'u
no hand of resurrcction will or should us.
dressed them yesterday ; and he told th
if thoy instructed hl-’to vote for the ot
u 7 he would mot obey foral
had sprung up like Jonah's gourd
[ a we: for that
t had sprung
coustitutional

He was fresh from his constituents, Heo ade




